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DETAILED ACTION 



The pending claims are 1-19. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 and 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stuntebeck et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,065,016) in view of Mills (U.S. Patent No. 
6,466,940). 

With respect to claims 1 and 5, Stuntebeck discloses extracting from a global 
computer network information about individual people and storing the extracted 
information in a database including for each person a respective record holding at least 
name of the person an the name of a respective current employer (abstract, fig. 1 , lines 
9-54 in col. 2, lines 28-55 in col. 3, and lines 28-54 in col. 4). Stuntebeck discloses 
enabling people named in the database to access respective records, the enabling 
access being in a manner that enables each respective person to edit the data in his 
record of the database such that the database is maintained and continually updated by 
the person named in the database (lines 52-55 in col. 3). Stuntebeck does not explicitly 
disclose extracting such information by using automated means. However, Mills 
discloses extracting information about individual people by using automated means, 
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such as web crawlers and updating a database (abstract, lines 52-63 in col. 1, line 64 in 
col. 5 thru line 2 in col. 6, lines 15-24 in col. 6, lines 1-10 in col. 7, lines 11-31 in col. 8, 
line 54 in col. 12 thru line 67 in col. 13, and lines 29-45 in col. 20) so that the database 
storing such extracted information is automatically built and integrity of the information 
in the database is maintained. Therefore, based on Stuntebeck in view of Mills, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to utilize the teachings of Mills to the system of Stuntebeck in order to 
automatically build a database storing extracted information about individual people. 

With respect to claim 6, Stuntebeck teaches the respective record further holds 
job title of the person and querying the database by name and job title (lines 30-36 in 
col. 2, lines 27-54 in col. 4, and lines 11-40 in col. 5). 

With respect to claim 7, the limitations of claim 7 are similar to the limitations of 
claims 1 and 6. Stuntebeck also discloses information about a company or organization 
(abstract, fig. 1, lines 9-54 in col. 2, lines 28-55 in col. 3, and lines 28-54 in col. 4). Mills 
also discloses extracting information about a company or organization by an automated 
means (abstract, lines 52-63 in col. 1, line 64 in col. 5 thru line 2 in col. 6, lines 15-24 in 
col. 6, lines 1-10 in col. 7, lines 11-31 in col. 8, line 54 in col. 12 thru line 67 in col. 13, 
and lines 29-45 in col. 20). Therefore, the limitations of claim 7 are rejected in the 
analysis of claims 1 and 6 above, and the claim is rejected on that basis. 
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4. Claims 2 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stuntebeck et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,065,016) in view of Mills (U.S. Patent No. 
6,466,940), and further in view of Robertson (U.S. Patent No. 6,269,369). 

With respect to claim 2, Stuntebeck and Mills disclose the claimed subject matter 
as discussed above except notifying a third party data system for a data update. 
However, Robertson discloses linking providing a communication link from a desired 
record in the database to a third party data system, updating the data in the desired 
record linked to the third party data system, and using the communication link, notifying 
the third party data system of the updated data in the desired record such that the third 
party data system employs the updated data in maintaining data of the third party data 
system (abstract, fig. 5, fig. 14, lines 12-21 in col. 3, lines 42-45 in col. 4, lines 48-54 in 
col. 6, lines 50-58 in col. 11, lines 25-44 in col. 12, and line 42 in col. 15 thru line 21 in 
col. 16). Therefore, based on Stuntebeck in view of Mills, and further in view of 
Robertson, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to utilize the teachings of Robertson to the system of 
Stuntebeck in order to maintain databases synchronized, so that the information 
maintained in the databases is kept current and complete. 

With respect to claim 8, the limitations of claim 8 are similar to the limitations of 
claim 2. Therefore, the limitations of claim 8 are rejected in the analysis of claim 2 
above, and the claim is rejected on that basis. 
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5. Claims 3, 4, 9, 12, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stuntebeck et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,065,016) in view of Mills (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,466,940), and further in view of Polnerow et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
5,813,006). 

With respect to claim 3, Stuntebeck and Mills disclose the claimed subject matter 
as discussed above except enabling a sender to send a message to a named person 
based on name of the person absent the sender having an email address for the named 
person. However, Polnerow discloses utilizing the database as an e-mail 
communication system to each person named in the database, the e-mail 
communication system enabling a sender to send a message to a named person based 
on name of the person absent the sender having an email address for the named 
person (line 40 in col. 6 thru line 67 in col. 7). Therefore, based on Stuntebeck in view 
of Mills, and further in view of Polnerow, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize the teachings of 
Polnerow to the system of Stuntebeck in order to protect a privacy of a named person in 
the database. 

With respect to claim 4, Stuntebeck and Mills disclose the claimed subject matter 
as discussed above except advertising. However, Polnerow discloses targeted 
advertising to a named person during access his record, the targeted advertising being 
based on information stored in the record (fig. 3, lines 22-57 in col. 4, and lines 34-61 in 
col. 5). Therefore, based on Stuntebeck in view of Mills, and further in view of 
Polnerow, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
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the invention was made to utilize the teachings of Polnerow to the system of Stuntebeck 
in order to provide a user information about products and services from vendors or 
suppliers, so that vendors and suppliers make a profit by selling the products and 
services. 

With respect to claim 9, Stuntebeck discloses providing a database storing 
information regarding people, extracting information regarding people and/or 
organizations from sites on a global computer network, and storing the extracted 
information in the database (abstract, fig. 1, lines 9-54 in col. 2, lines 28-55 in col. 3, and 
lines 28-54 in col. 4). Stuntebeck does not explicitly disclose extracting such 
information by using automated means. However, Mills discloses extracting information 
about individual people by using automated means, such as web crawlers and updating 
a database (abstract, lines 52-63 in col. 1, line 64 in col. 5 thru line 2 in col. 6, lines 15- 
24 in col. 6, lines 1-10 in col. 7, lines 1 1-31 in col. 8, line 54 in col. 12 thru line 67 in col. 
13, and lines 29-45 in col. 20) so that the database storing such extracted information is 
automatically built and integrity of the information in the database is maintained. 
Therefore, based on Stuntebeck in view of Mills, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize the teachings 
of Mills to the system of Stuntebeck in order to automatically build a database storing 
extracted information about individual people. Stuntebeck and Mills do not explicitly 
disclose enabling a sender to send a message to a named person based on name of 
the person absent the sender having an email address for the named person. However, 
Polnerow teaches coupling an e-mail clearinghouse system to the database, in a 
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manner that enables each person named in the database to receive e-mail in a 
respective e-mail box, in a manner free of the database indicating email addresses of 
people named in the database to email message senders (line 40 in col. 6 thru line 67 in 
col. 7). Therefore, based on Stuntebeck in view of Mills, and further in view of 
Polnerow, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to utilize the teachings of Polnerow to the system of Stuntebeck 
in order to protect a privacy of a named person in the database. 

With respect to claim 12, Stuntebeck discloses enabling individuals to annotate, 
including updating, information stored in the database in a manner that maintains 
integrity of the information as extracted (lines 52-55 in col. 3). 

With respect to claim 14, Stuntebeck and Mills disclose the claimed subject 
matter as discussed above except advertising. However, Polnerow discloses targeted 
advertising to a named person during access his record, the targeted advertising being 
based on information stored in the record (fig. 3, lines 22-57 in col. 4, and lines 34-61 in 
col. 5). Therefore, based on Stuntebeck in view of Mills, and further in view of 
Polnerow, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to utilize the teachings of Polnerow to the system of Stuntebeck 
in order to provide a user information about products and services from vendors or 
suppliers, so that vendors and suppliers make a profit by selling the products and 
services. 
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6. Claims 10 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stuntebeck et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,065,016) in view of Mills (U.S. Patent No. 
6,466,940) and Polnerow et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,813,006), and further in view of 
Robertson (U.S. Patent No. 6,269,369). 

With respect to claim 10, Stuntebeck, Mills, and Polnerow disclose the claimed 
subject matter as discussed above except notifying a third party data system for a data 
update. However, Robertson discloses linking providing a communication link from a 
desired record in the database to a third party data system, updating the data in the 
desired record linked to the third party data system, and using the communication link, 
notifying the third party data system of the updated data in the desired record such that 
the third party data system employs the updated data in maintaining data of the third 
party data system (abstract, fig. 5, fig. 14, lines 12-21 in col. 3, lines 42-45 in col. 4, 
lines 48-54 in col. 6, lines 50-58 in col. 11, lines 25-44 in col. 12, and line 42 in col. 15 
thru line 21 in col. 16). Therefore, based on Stuntebeck in view of Mills and Polnerow, 
and further in view of Robertson, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize the teachings of Robertson to the 
system of Stuntebeck in order to maintain databases synchronized, so that the 
information maintained in the databases is kept current and complete. 

With respect to claim 13, the limitations of claim 13 are similar to the limitations of 
claim 10. Therefore, the limitations of claim 13 are rejected in the analysis of claim 10 
above, and the claim is rejected on that basis. 
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7. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stuntebeck et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,065,016) in view of Mills (U.S. Patent No. 
6,466,940), Polnerow et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,813,006), and Robertson (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,269,369), and further in view of Celik (U.S. Patent No. 6,654,768). 

With respect to claim 11, Stuntebeck, Mills, Polnerow, and Robertson disclose 
the claimed subject matter as discussed above except updating a database regularly. 
However, Celik discloses synchronizing contact databases periodically and 
automatically (lines 25-33 in col. 10). Therefore, based on Stuntebeck in view of Mills, 
Polnerow, and Roberston, and further in view of Celik, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize the 
teachings of Celik to the system of Stuntebeck in order to maintain databases 
synchronized periodically, so that the information maintained in the databases is kept 
current and complete. 

8. Claims 15, 16, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stuntebeck et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,065,016) in view of Robertson 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,269,369). 

With respect to claims 15 and 16, Stuntebeck discloses extracting from a global 
computer network information about individual people and storing the extracted 
information in a database (abstract, fig. 1, lines 9-54 in col. 2, lines 28-55 in col. 3, and 
lines 28-54 in col. 4). Stuntebeck does not explicitly disclose notifying an interested 
party for a data update. However, Robertson discloses monitoring changes in 
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information about desired people or organizations with respect to the extracted 
information stored in the database, notifying an interested party of the detected change 
and corresponding new information about the desired people or organization in 
response to the monitoring detecting a change, linking providing a communication link 
from a desired record in the database to a third party data system, updating the data in 
the desired record linked to the third party data system, and using the communication 
link, notifying the third party data system of the updated data in the desired record such 
that the third party data system employs the updated data in maintaining data of the 
third party data system (abstract, fig. 5, fig. 14, lines 12-21 in col. 3, lines 42-45 in col. 4, 
lines 48-54 in col. 6, lines 50-58 in col. 11, lines 25-44 in col. 12, and line 42 in col. 15 
thru line 21 in col. 16). Therefore, based on Stuntebeck in view of Robertson, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to utilize the teachings of Robertson to the system of Stuntebeck in order to 
maintain databases synchronized, so that the information maintained in the databases 
is kept current and complete. 

With respect to claim 19, Stuntebeck discloses storing the extracted information 
includes for each person, storing indications of name and job title of the person, and for 
each organization, storing indications of organization name and field of business of the 
organization, and querying the database by any combination of person name, job title, 
organization name and field of business (abstract, fig. 1 , lines 9-54 in col. 2, lines 28-55 
in col. 3, lines 28-54 in col. 4, and lines 1 1-40 in col. 5). 
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9. Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stuntebeck et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,065,016) in view of Robertson (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,269,369), and further in view of Polnerow et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,813,006). 

With respect to claim 17, Stuntebeck and Robertson disclose the claimed subject 
matter as discussed above except enabling a sender to send a message to a named 
person based on name of the person absent the sender having an email address for the 
named person. However, Polnerow discloses utilizing the database as an email 
communication system to each person named in the information stored in the database, 
the email communication system enabling a sender to send a message to a named 
person based on name of the person absent the sender having an email. address for the 
named person (line 40 in col. 6 thru line 67 in col. 7). Therefore, based on Stuntebeck 
in view of Robertson, and further in view of Polnerow, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize the 
teachings of Polnerow to the system of Stuntebeck in order to protect a privacy of a 
named person in the database. 

With respect to claim 18, Stuntebeck and Robertson disclose the claimed subject 
matter as discussed above except advertising. However, Polnerow discloses 
advertising to a named person during access his record, the advertising being targeted 
based on information stored in the database (fig. 3, lines 22-57 in col. 4, and lines 34-61 
in col. 5). Therefore, based on Stuntebeck in view of Robertson, and further in view of 
Polnerow, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to utilize the teachings of Polnerow to the system of Stuntebeck 
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in order to provide a user information about products and services from vendors or 
suppliers, so that vendors and suppliers make a profit by selling the products and 
services. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joon H. Hwang whose telephone number is 703-305- 
6469. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30-6:00(IVhF). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, JOHN E BREENE can be reached on 703-305-9790. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Joon Hwanj 



3/20/04 





PRIMARY EXAMINER 



